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Approved for use through 03/31/2012. 0MB 0651-0016 
U.S. Patent and TrademaiH Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Reductton Ad of 19S5. no persons are required to respond to a coMect'ion of mfbrmation unless it cflsplays a valid 0MB corrtrohMgber^ 



PETITION TO ACCEPT UNAVOIDABLY DELAYED PAYMENT OF 
IWAINTENANCE FEE IN AN EXPIRED PATENT (37 CFR 1, 378(b)) 



Docket Number (Optional) 
0016-00011 



Mail to: Mail Stop Petition 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
AlexandnaVA 22313-1450 
Fax: (571)273-8300 

NOTE: If information or assistance is needed in completing this fonn, please contact Petitions Information at 
(571)272-3282. 



Patent Number: 6,487,414 



Application Number: 0£^^5^ 



Issue Date: November 26, 2002. 



Filing Date: August 10, 2000 



CAUTION: Maintenance fee (and surcharge, if any) payment must correctly identify: (1) the patent 

number (or reissue patent number, if a reissue) and (2) the application number of the actual 
U.S. appBcatton (or reissue application) leading to issuance of that patent to ensure the fee(s) 
is/are associated with the correct patent. 37 CFR 1 .366(c) and (d). 



Also complete the following informationp if applicable: 
The atx>ve-identrfied patent: 

[ I is a reissue of original Patent No. 



original application number 
original filing date 



81/31/2013 DALLEH 

81 FC:1599 
origir^l issue date . 



88888821 &4B7414 



3688.88 OP 



I I resulted from the entry into the U.S* under 35 U.S.C. 371 of international application 
filed on . 



CO 
CJ 




CERTIFICATE OF MAIUNG OR TRANSMISSION (37 CFR 1.8(a)) — 
1 hereby certify that this paper (along with any paper referred to as being attached or enclosed) is 

(1) being deposited with the United States Postal Sen^ice on the date shown below with sufficient postage as first class 
mail in an envelope addressed to Mail Stop Petition, Commissioner for Patents. P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313- 
1450 OR 

(2) transmitted by facsimile on the date shown below to the United States Patent and Trademarlc^ffice at (571) 273- 
8300. 

January 29, 2013 



Date 




is ralph p. albrech 



Signature 



Ralph P. Aibrecht, USPTO Reg. 43,466 
Typed or printed name of person signing Certificate 
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This collection of Information is required by 37 CFR 1 .378<b). The information is required to obtain Of retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO 
to process) an appllcatton. Confidentiality Is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. Tlits collection is estimated to take 8 hours to complete, Including 
gather, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount 
of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent ar>d Trademark 
Office. U.a Department of Commerce. P.O. Box 1450. Alexandria, VA 2231 3-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND 
TO: noail Stop Petition, ComnUsslonerfor Patents. P.O. Box Alexandria. VA 22313-1450. 



If you need assstance in compieting the form, caff l-BOO-PTO'9199 and select option 2. 
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JAN 29 2013 

PT0/SB/B5 (03-09) 
Approved for use through 03/31/2012. 0MB Q851-0016 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Offioe; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, r)0 persons are required to respond to a collection of Infbrrriation unless it displays a vafld OMB control number. 



1. SMALL ENTIPt^ 

I I Patentee claims, or has previously claimed, smali entity status. See 37 CFR 1 .27 

2. LOSS OF ENTITLEMENT TO SMALL ENTITY STATUS 

[7] Patentee is no longer entitled to small entity status. See 37 CFR 1 .27(g) 

3. MAINTENANCE FEE (37 CFR 1 ^O(eHg)) 

The appropriate maintenance fee must be submitted with this petition, unless it was paid earlier. 



NOT Small Entity 
Amount Fee (Code) 


Small Entity 
Amount Fee (Code) 


ri S aViVrfee (1551) 
[7] $ 2,900.00 TViVrfee (1552) 
1 Is ll%yrfee (1553) 


1 1 a 3%vrfiBe (2551) 
1 1 S 7%vrfee (2552) 
1 1 $ 11%vrfee (2553) 



MAINTENANCE FEE BEING SUBMITTED $ 2,900-00 



SURCHARGE 

The surcharge required by 37 CFR 1 .20(i)(1) of $ TOOOO (pe^ code 1557) must be paid as a 

condition of accepting unavoidably delayed payment of the maintenance fee. 

SURCHARGE FEE BEING SUBMITTED $ 700 00 



5. MANNER OF PAYMENT 



I I Enclosed is a check for the sum of $ 

I [ Please charge Deposit Account No. the sum of $. 

Paynrrent by credit card. Fonri PTO-2038 is attached. 



r;o' 



6. AUTHORIZATION TO CHARGE ANY FEE DEFICIENCY 

[yl The Director is hereby authorized to charge any maintenance fee. surcharge or petition fee deficiency to 
— Deposit Account No. credit card acct , 
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2/31 ' RCVD AT 1/29/2013 9:19:01 PM [Eastern Standard Time] " SVR:W-PTOFAX-001/24 * DNIS:2738300 " CS1D:703S4 18833 * DURATION (mm-ss):05-32 



01/29/2913 21:18 703S418833 



RALPH-A-FAX 



PAGE 03/31 



PTO/SB/65 (03^) 
Approved for use through 03/31/201 2. 0MB 0851-0016 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Under the Paperwork Reductfon Act of 1995. no persons are required to respond to a coUectton of infofmation unless it dsplays a valid 0MB control number. 

7. OVERPAYMENT 

As to any overpayment made, please 

fTl Credit to Deposit Account No. credit card account 
OR 

[71 Send refund check 



WARNING: 

Petitioner/applicant ts cautioned to avoid submitting personal information in documents filed in a patent application that may 
contribute to identity theft. Personal information such as sodai security numbers, bank account numbers, or credit card 
numbers (other than a check or credit card authorization form PTO-2038 submitted for payment purpo^s) is never required by 
the USPTO to support a petition or an application. If this type of personal information is induded in documents submitted to the 
USPTO, petitioners/applicants shouW consider redacting such personal infonnation from the documents before submitting them 
to the USPTO. Petitioner/applicant is advised that the record of a patent application is available to the public after publication of 
the application (unless a non-publication request in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .21 3(a) is made tn the application) or issuance of 
a patent. Furthemnore, the record from an abandoned application may also be available to the public if the application is 
referenced in a published application or an issued patent (see 37 CFR 1.14). Checks and credit card authorization forms PTO- 
2038 submitted for payment purposes are not retained in the application file and therefore are not publicly available. 



8. SHOWING 

The enclosed statement will show that ^e delay in timely payment of the mairttenartce fee was unavoidable 
since reasonable care was taken to ensure that the maintenance fee would be paid timely and that ttiis 
petition is being filed promptly after the patentee was notified of, or othen^se became aware of, ttie 
expiration of the patent. The statement must enumerate the steps taken to ensure timely payment of the 
maintenance fee, the date and the manner in which the patentee became aware of the expiration of the 
patent, and the steps taken to file the petition promptly. 



PETmONER(S) REQUESTS THAT THE DELAYED PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE BE ACCEPTED AND THE 
PATENT REINSTATED. 




Is ralph p. albrech 

Signature(s) of Petitioner(s) 

Ralph P. AJbrecht 

Typed or printed name(s) 

ATFirm PLLC, 1701 Pennsylvania Ave.. NW, Ste 300 
Address 

Washington, DC 20006 USA 

Address 



January 29. 2013 



Date 



43.466 



Registration Number, if applicable 

(202) 349-1490 (703) 304-0086 
Telephone Number 



L'i 

< » 

o 
-IP 



• * 



ENCLOSURES: 

[7] Maintenance Fee Payment 

1/ 1 Statement why maintenance fee was not paid timely 

I/I Sur«^arge under 37 CFR 1,200)(1) (fee for filing the maintenance fee petition) 
Other 



Attchmtl -1/14/13 Pair record reflecting conresd. addr; Attchmt4-1 1/6/12 Instr to Colb to reviv; 
Attchmt2 -12/3/12 email notes incorrect peWion deadline; AttchmtS- 12/20/12 email calculates- 
Attchmt3 -9/6/12 email notes incorrect petition deadline; petition was due 1 1/26/1 2; 
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PT0/SB«5 (03-09) 
Approved for use through 03/31/2012. OMB 065t-00t8 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. no persons are required to respond to a collection of tnfomnatton unless it displays a valid 0MB control number. 



37 CFR 1 .378(ci) states: "Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent 
registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or 
other party in interest." 



Is ralph p. albrecht/ 1/29/2013 



Signature Date 
Ralph P. Albrecht 43,466 



Type or printed name Registration Number, If applicable 



STATEMENT 

(In the space below, please provide the showing of unavoidable delay recited In paragraph 8 above.) 



Please see attached document with enumerated showing. 



^ 

(Please attach additional sheets if additional space is needed) 
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Privacy Act Statement 

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain infomiation in connection 
with your submission of the attached torn related to a patent application or patent. According, 
pursuant to the requirements of the Act please be advised that: (1 ) the general authority for the 
collection of this information Is 35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2) furnishing of the infonnation solicited is voluntary; 
and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and Trademark 
Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent If you do 
not furnish the requested Information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to 
process and/or examine your submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or 
abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent. 

The infbnmation provided by you In this form will be subject to the follovwng routine uses: 

1 . The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the 
Freedom of Information Ad (5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C 552a). Records from 
this system of records may be disclosed to the Department of Justice to detemnine whether 
disclosure of these records is required by the Freedom of Information Act. 

2. A record from mis system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use. in the course of 
presenting evidence to a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunat, Including disclosures to 
opposing counsel in the course of settlement negotiations. 

3. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of 
Congress submitting a request Involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the 
individual has requested assistance from the Member with respect to the subject matter of the 
record. 

4. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use. to a contractor of the 
Agency having need for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of 
information shall be required to comply with the requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as 
amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m). 

5. A record related to an Intemational Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in 
this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the 
World intellectual Property Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cooperation Treaty. 

6. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal 
agency for purposes of National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to 
the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 21S(c)). 

7. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, 
General Services, or his/her designee, during an inspection of recorxJs conducted by GSA as 
part of that agenc/s responsibility to recommend improvements in records management 
practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and 2906. Such disclosure shaH 
be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this 
purpose, and any other relevant (/.o., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not 
be used to make detenninations about individuals. 

8. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use. to the public after 
either publication of the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent 
pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 
CFR 1.14, as a routine use. to the public if the record was filed in an application which 
became abandoned or in which the proceedings were temninated and which application Is 
referenced by either a published application, an application open to public inspection or an 
issued patent. 

9. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal. State, 
or local law enfon^ement agency, if the USPTO becomes avrare of a violation or potential 
violation of law or regulation. 
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Electronic Acknowledgement Receipt RECEIVER 


EF5ID: 


^"^^^^^^ JAN 2 9 2013 


Application Number 


09636044 


International Application Number 




Confirmation Number 


6487 


Tiff A Inv^ntio n* 


SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR FREQUENCY PLANNING IN WIRELESS 
COMMUNICATION NETWORKS 


First Named Inventor/Applicant Name; 


Amos Tanay 


Customer Number 


29858 


Filer 


Ralph Philipp Albrecht 


Filer Authorized By: 




Attorney Docket Number 


3757-1 


Receipt Date: 


29-JAN-2013 


Filing Date: 


10-AUG-20QO 


Time Stamp: 


2058:33 


Application Type: 


Utility under 35 USC 1 1 1 (a) 



Payment information: 



Submitted with Payment 


no 


File Listing: 


Document 
Number 


Document Description 


File Name 


FileS]ze(Bytes}/ 
Message Digest 


Multi 
Part falp 


Pages 
(ifappM 


1 


Petition for review/processing 


ptosb0065_00 1 6_0OOl 1_01 292 


289347 


no 


5 




depending on status 




013.pdf 


014b 




Warnings: 


information: 
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2 


Petition for review by the Office of 
Petitions. 


Petition„to_Revive_0016_0001 
1„fin_01 29201 3.pdf 


135270 


no 


8 


27Gc90<aSQfi7570>«a«7doahS2793808c 

ar3b3 


Warnings: 


Infonmation: 


3 


Miscellaneous Incoming letter 


PetitionAttachmentl .pdf 


170046 


no 


1 


3JcM15«08CB1bJ9»rda7W645tb4lcShS 
Q3(9B 


Warnings: 


Information: 


4 


Miscellaneous Incoming Letter 


PetitionAttachment243df 


107396 


no 


1 


G05Z76a4dcb65440tS<f4d1 3e292S1 dS46eO 


Warnings: 


Information: 


5 


Miscellaneous Incoming Letter 


PetitionAttachment3,pdf 


666235 


no 


5 


414(Mb227iM*1597363a37fet]a»2cBS18 


Warnings: 


Information: 


6 


Miscellaneous Incoming Letter 


PetitionAttachment4.pdf 


704554 


no 


5 


»lQbOSO«434lSlda371CC43«133535ef42b 




Warnings: 


information: 


7 


Miscellaneous Incoming Letter 


PetitionAttachment5.pdf 


328317 


no 


2 


c«6cfc8d(7rBTa»S2a59d05tte6S66c63O493 
77104 




Warnings: 


Information: 


Total Files Size (in bytes] 


: 2401195 
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This Acknowledgement Receipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTO of the indicated documents, 
characterized by the applicant/ and including page counts, where applicable, it serves as evidence of receipt similar to a 
Post Card, as described in MPEP 503. 

New Applications Under 35 US.C. 111 

If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary components for a filing date (see 37 CFR 
1 .53(b)-(d) and MPEP 506), a Filing Receipt (37 CFR 1 .54) will be issued in due course and the date shown on this 
Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the filing date of the application. 

National Stage of ah International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371 

If a timely submission to enter die national stage of an international application is compliant with the conditions of 35 
U.S.C. 371 and other applicable requirements a Form PCT/po/EO/903 indicating acceptance of the application as a 
national stage submission under 35 U.S.C. 371 will be issued in addition to the Filing Receipt, in due course. 

New International Application Filed with the USPTO as a Receiving Office 

If a new international application is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for 
an international filing date (see PCT Article 1 1 and MPEP 1 81 0), a Notification of the International Application Number 
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/1 05) will be issued In due course, subject to prescriptions concerning 
national security, and the date shown on thb Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of 
the application. 
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RECEIVER 



JAN 29 2013 



IN THE UMTED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re Patent Application of: 



Atty. Docket No: 001(W)0011 US 



Tanay et al. 



Art Unit: 2685 



U.S. Patent No.: 6,487.414 



Examiner: Urban, Edward F. 



Issued: November 26, 2002 



Confirmation No.: 6487 



For: System and Method for Frequency 
Planning in Wireless Communication 



Customer No: 



94979 



PATETn-TRADEMARK. OFFICE 



Networks 



PETITION TO REVIVE A PATENT FOR UNAVOIDABLY LATE PAYMENT OF 
MAINTENANCE FEE UNDER 37 CFR S L138(b) 



MS Petitioii 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

Patent Owner makes the following showing of the evidence of the facts leading to the 
unavoidably late.payment of the maintenance fee being paid herewith: 

1) The above-noted application became abandoned for failure to pay a timely and proper 
maintenance fee due on May 26, 2010, and lapsed on or about November 26, 2010. Despite 
reasonable efforts under the circumstances to track the maintenance fee due dates, the above patent 
was unavoidably abandoned. On information and belief, the original owner of the patent. Schema 
Ltd., of Tel Aviv, Israel, used Israeli Counsel Sanford Colb law offices ("Colb OflTice") whose 
counterpart US associated original attorneys of record were Brown Raysman MiUstein Felder & 
Steiner LLP. Brown Raysman Millstein Felder & Steiner LLP, mei^ed effective December 1, 2006, 
with Thelen Reid & Priest LLP, to form Thelen Reid Brovm Raysman & Steiner LLP, which 
through a series of failed acquisitions, responsibility appears to have been ultimately assigned to 
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US Patent No. 6,487.414 Docket No.: 0016^0001 1 US 

Petition 

Nixon Peabody.' On information and belief, each of the successive US correspondent firms was 
responsible for tracking maintenance fee deadlines associated with the patent, and to communicate 
them to Colb Office, which was in turn, to communicate the deadlines to Schema Ltd. On 
information and belief. Schema did not receive a reminder of those deadlines. At all times, the 
patent owner Schema has intended to keep its patent in force, and intended to pay its fees timely. 
On information and belief, the maintenance fee was unavoidably not paid, despite commercially 
reasonable efforts, to track the dates by the Colb Office, and counsel of record, to ensure such fees 
were timely paid. On information and belief, due at least in part to a typographical error in the 
correspondence address on the USPTO website, listing Nixon Peabody LLP, P.O. Box 60610, Palo 
Aio [sic], CA 94306, which should have noted 2 Palo Alto Square, 3000 El Camino Real, Suite 500, 
faloAlto, CA 94306, or the post office box in Paloyl/to, CA, and based on information and belief, 
any communication from the USPTO attempting to notify the patent owner of the failure to pay the 
maintenance fee, was also unintentionally and unavoidably not received by the Patent Owner, as 
there appears there was no communication of the failure to pay the maintenance fee received by the 
owner, and the maintenance fee was unavoidably not paid, despite commercially reasonable efforts 
to track the dates and to ensure such fees were timely paid. 

2) On information and belief, the series of US law firms of record were responsible to track 
maintenance fee deadlines for the patent owner, as was the custom of patent owner Schema Ltd» 
The series of US law firms responsible for tracking such deadlines, on information and belief, used 
commercially reasonable systems including docketing systems, to track tiie US maintenance fee 



Beginning in 2007, the firm Thelen Raid Brown Raysman & Steiner LLP experienced trouble integra^ng with Brown 
Raysman. By autumn 2008, the firm saw the departures of the three "name partners" from the Brown Raysman Steiner 
side. The firm shortened its name to Thelen LLP in August 2008. The firm lost almost 200 attorneys between merger 
and the October 2008 dissolution vote, including many important raanmakers and practice groups, who moved to 
various firms. In July 2008, the firm internally announced its intention to seek another merger partner to boost its 
headcount and stem the tide of partner defections. After merger discussions with East Coast firm Nixon Peabody failed, 
the firm began looking to shed practice groups and offices under the threat of dissolution. On October 28, 2008, the 
firm's partnership council recommended that the firm's partnership dissolve the firm. The firm's line of credit was cut off 
due to many partners departing the firm. In early November between 60 and 90 attorneys, from offices in San Francisco, 
Silicon Valley, New York, Los Angeles, Washington, D.C., and Shanghai, were reportedly hired by Nixon Peabody. On 
September 17, 2009, Thelen filed for Chapter 7 bankruptcy in the Southern District of New York, after the firm's only 
secured creditor. Citibank, was also no longer willing to advance funds for the cost of collection and to wind down 
operations. [Source: http://en.wi kipedia.org/'wiki/TheIen_LLP] 

2 



PAGE 11/31 ' RCVD AT 1/29/2013 9:19:01 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * 8VR:W-PTOFAX-O01/24 ' DNIS:27383aO * C8ID:703&418833 * DURATION (mm'SS): 03-32 



01/29/2013 21:18 7836418833 



RALPH-A-FAX 



PAGE 12/31 



US Patent No. 6,487,414 Docket No.: 0016-0001 1 US 

Petition 

deadlines for tracking deadlines for payment of US maintenance fees, and such firms, all large US 
law firms, on information and belief, used industry standard electronic docketing databases from 
various well known vendors, in use by each respective firm, using industry reasonable efforts to 
track these deadlines. On information and belief, such deadlines were tracked and would normally 
result in reminders being sent to the patent owner Schema Ltd, to authorize the processing of 
payment of such fees. On information and belief, no reminders were received by the patent owner 
Schema Ltd. Further, despite the reasonable efforts to track the deadlines by the patent owner's 
series of law firms, the fee due November 26, 2010 was not paid. On information and belief^ upon 
lapse of the patent for failure to pay the fee by the original deadline, a communication was 
presumably sent by the USPTO to the correspondence address of record, which unavoidably 
included a typographic error, noting "Palo AIo" rather than Palo AUo, and on information and 
belief, such lapse, and opportunity to revive, was unavoidably never communicated to the patent 
owner. Throughout the time period of the patent's term, including the time period beginning when 
the fee was not paid, throughout the time the fee the fee was not paid, through the time when it was 
recognized for the first time that the fee was not paid on or about September 2012, and up through 
the current time when the petition is being filed, the owner has not intended to abandon the patent. 

3) On information and belief, in addition to the US based law firms responsible for tracking 
the deadlines, Israeli counsel Sanford Colb also tracked the deadlines for Schema Ltd. and despite 
reasonable and diligent efforts to track the maintenance fee deadlines, the fees were not paid 
timely, and the patent was found to be abandoned on or about September 4 of 2012. 

4) On or about February 23, 2012, Schema Ltd. ("Schema") was acquired by TEOCO Ltd. 
("TEOCO"). During investigation, on or about September of 2012, of updating the ownership 
status of the patent owner's assets, upon the acquisition of Schema by TEOCO, it was discovered 
that the maintenance fee for the US Patent had not been paid, and that the patent had lapsed both 
unavoidably and unintentionally for failure to pay the maintenance fee. Indeed throughout the 
acquisition process, the patent was presented by Schema to acquirer TEOCO Ltd., and the patent 
was believed by Schema to be valid, in force, unexpired, and enforceable, but unbeknownst to both 
patent owner and acquirer, the patent had expired/lapsed, unbeknownst to the patent owner, 

3 
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US Patent No. 6,487,414 Docket No.: 0016-00)1 1 US 

Petition 

unintentionally and unavoidably, due to failure to timely pay the maintenance fee for the reasons 
detailed above. 

5) On or about September 4, 2012, on information and belief, the Israeli law firm of Sanford 
T. Colb & Co., Intellectual FVoperty Law office ("Colb Office"), determined that the US patent had 
been unintentionally and unavoidably been abandoned. On September 5, 2012, representatives of 
the Colb Office contacted the law offices of Sughrue Mion PLLC, www.Sughrue.com, a US 
intellectual property law firm to determine options to revive the unintentionally and unavoidably 
abandoned patent. On September 6, 2012, it was determined by Colb Office that the patent could be 
revived for unintentional abandonment no later than December 27, 2012 [sic]. On information and 
belief, Colb Office failed to determine the correct deadline for reviving the unintentionally 
abandoned patent. Unfortunately, on information and belief, unbeknownst to all those involved at 
the time, the correct deadline was "November 26, 2012, and the incorrectly calculated deadline of 
December 27, 201 2 was then improperly docketed as a deadline to seek revival for unavoidable and 
unintentional delay by the counsel Colb office and its correspondent US counsel. The incorrect date 
of December 27, 2012 was unintentionally communicated by the Colb Office to the Israeli office of 
TEOCO LTD September 6, 2012. 

6) Following the current patent owner TEOCO LTD.'s management decision to start the 
process of reviving the US Patent in approximately September 2012, on information and belief, 
TEOCO LTD. instructed the Colb Office on or about November 6, 2012, to prepare and file the 
above mentioned petition to revive for unintentional abandonment by failure to timely pay 
maintenance fee for patent. 

7) On information and belief, based on a misunderstanding of the incorrectly calculated 
December 27, 2012 deadline to file a petition to revive for unintentional abandonment, the Colb 
Office unavoidably failed to prepare and submit the petition to revive timely, via its US 
correspondent firm Sughrue Mion, despite numerous reminders and requests of TEOCO personnel 
to the Colb Office to pursue revival. 

8) On December 4, 2012, following various reminders from TEOCO, on information and 
belief, Colb Office sent TEOCO an e-mail confirming that they were dealing with the matter of 
filing the petition by the due date of December 27, 2012. 

4 
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US Patent No. 6,487,414 Docket No.: 0016-0(X)1 1 US 

Petition 

9) Notwithstanding the e-mail of (8), and additional reminders from TEOCO, on December 
19, 2012, owner TEOCO discovered that the petition had not yet been filed by Colb Office, due to 
their technical errors. The Colb office then requested that their US associate William H. Mandir of 
Sughrue Mion PLLC, by a December 19, 2012 email communication, file the petition urgently. 

10) On the following day, December 20, 2012, Colb Office again incorrectly confirmed that 
the due date was indeed December 27, 2012. However, later that day, tfie US Associate Sughrue 
Mion PLLC sent an e-mail stating that the petition could not be filed, since the due date was 
actually November 26, 2012. Colb Office later provided the following clarification: "the PTO's 
PAIR transaction history listing of the date that the patent expired has a clerical error - December 
27, 2010 is listed instead of November 27, 2010. (The maintenance fees to pay screen correctly 
lists the date that the window closes at 1 1/26/2010.)" Thus, to do the errors by counsel in correctly 
calculating the due date to revive for unintentional abandonment, a petition to revive was not timely 
filed. 

11) Upon further requests by TEOCO to Advisor Sanford Colb from Colb office for 
explanations, the Colb office communicated that the Colb Office resigned fi-om the case, on or about 
December 2012. 

12) On or about December 24, 2012, TEOCO communicated to the undersigned counsel, 
Ralph P. Albrecht of Albrecht Tousi & Famum PLLC dba ATFirm, and requested a thorough 
review of the facts and preparation of a petition to revive under the above circumstances, as soon as 
possible. Despite the holiday season, the undersigned reviewed the facts and confirmed on 
December 25, 2012, that the date to revive for unintentionally delayed payment had run, and that the 
facts supporting unavoidable abandonment would have to be researched to determine whether the 
delayed payment of the maintenance fees for unavoidable delay could be demonstrated based on the 
facts of the case. From December 25, 2012, through January 25, 2013, despite the holiday season, 
the undersigned has gathered the above facts from the various international law firms involved in 
the unavoidably delayed payment, and provides the above, clear showing supporting this petition to 
revive the above patent for unavoidable abandonment 
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Petrtion 

As enumerated above. Patent Owner petitions to revive the above referenced US Patent 
6,487»414 for unavoidably delayed payment of maintenance fee leading to the unavoidable 
abandonment, despite reasonable efforts undertaken by the Patent Owner(s) to have the deadlines 
tracked by Patent Counsel using industry commercially reasonable efforts using various docketing 
systems, and including electronic docketing systems of the respective firms responsible for tracking 
such deadlines, as detailed above. Despite such commercially reasonable efforts, the fees failed to 
be paid, unintentionally and unavoidably, from the time of failure of payment in late 2010, 
throughout the time including discovery of the error in September of 2012, and throughout the time 
up until the filing of this petition to revive in January 2013, 

As noted in detail above, immediately upon learning of the failure to pay the maintenance 
fee, and the associated abandonment of the patent, the Patent Owner immediately sought with 
diligence to engage legal counsel to seek revival of this application, with all due urgency. The 
delay in paying the fees was unintentional and unavoidable from the beginning, and throughout the 
entire time of the application's abandonment, including upon discovery of the abandonment, and up 
until the filing of this petition. 

The abandonment was both 1) unavoidable and 2) unintentional, however, at the present 
time only the former may be argued, despite diligent efforts by the Patent Owner to seek revival for 
both the unintentional and unavoidable late payment, and hereby authorize any such petition fees to 
be paid, immediately, via the undersigned's credit card, provided with this submission. Applicants 
and owner hereby petition to seek revival for unavoidable abandonment (and/or unintentional delay, 
if possible in this situation). Fees for such petition are included herewith. 

Applicant respectfully submits that 37 C.F.R. § L378, including a section entitled, 

"Acceptance of delayed payment of maintenance fee in expired patent to reinstate patent" requires: 

"(a) The Director may accept the payment of any maintenance fee due on a patent after 
expiration of the patent if, upon petition, the delay in payment of the maintenance fee is 
shown to the satisfaction of the Director to have been unavoidable (paragraph (b) of this 
section) or unintentional (paragraph (c) of this section) and if the surcharge required by § 
1 .20 (i) is paid as a condition of accepting payment of the maintenance fee. If the Director 
accepts payment of the maintenance fee upon petition, the patent shall be considered as not 
having expired, but will be subject to the conditions set forth in 35 U.S.C. 41 (c)(2). 
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US Patent No. 6,437,414 EtocketNo,: 0016-0001 1 US 

Petition 

(b) Any petition to accept an unavoidably delayed payment of a maintenance fee 
filed under paragraph (a) of this section must include: 

(1) The required maintenance fee set forth in § 1 .20 (e) through (g); 

(2) The surcharge set forth in § 1 .20 (i)(l ); and 

(3) A showing that the delay was unavoidable since reasonable care was taken to 
ensure that the maintenance fee would be paid timely and that the petition was filed 
promptly after the patentee was notified of, or otherwise became aware of, the 
expiration of the patent. The showing must enumerate the steps taken to ensure timely 
payment of the maintenance fee, the date and the manner in which patentee became 
aware of the expiration of the patent, and the steps taken to file the petition promptly. 

(d) Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered 
to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or other 
party in interest. " 

Such a showing above of (3) of section (b) is included herewith, as well as the amount of the 
maintenance fee of $2,900.00, and the surcharge under L20(i)(l) of $700.00, for a total of 
$3,600.00. The showing of (3) appears above, and clearly shows how the entire delay in filing the 
required reply was unavoidable. The date of discovery of the unintentional and unavoidable 
abandonment was on or about September 2012, and diligence was undertaken to investigate and 
pursue the timely revival of this patent by preparation of the above petition to revive for 
unavoidable abandonment due to delayed payment of the hereby submitted maintenance fee. 

It is respectfully submitted that ail items in 37 CFR § 1.138(b) have been complied with, and 
notably that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the 
filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.138(b) was unintentional and unavoidable. 
Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the above noted patent application be revived at 
earliest convenience, and that any and all USPTO submissions be entered. 
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US Patent No. 6,487.414 
Petition 



Docket No.: 00 1 6-0001 1 US 



If there are any questions regarding this Petition to Revive, or if it is deemed that personal 
communication will expedite the matter, kindly do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 



Dated: January 29, 2013 



Respectfully submitted. 



By: /s raloh p. albrecht/ 

Ralph P. Albrecht 

Registration No.: 43,466 

Tel.: 202-349-1490 

Facsimile: 202-318-8788 

Albrecht Tousi & Famum PLLC 

1 70 1 Pennsylvania Ave., N W, Suite 300 

Washington, DC 20006 
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Ralph 



P. Albrecht 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 



Sanford T. Colb & Co. - Rehovot Office Icoibpat(^c.co.ill 

Monday. December 03, 2012 8:52 PM 

Chorev, Dana 

Charash-Cohen. Inbar 

Our ref: 77352 - US Patent No. 6.487,414 



Ms. Dana Chorev. 
TEOCO LTD.. 
7 Martin Gehl Street 
Kiryat Arie, 
Petach Tikva 49512 



Re: US Patent No, 6.487.414 

SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR FREQUENCY PLANNING IN 
WIRELESS COMMUNICATION NETWORKS 
Our ref: 77352 



Dear Ms. Chorev. 

Further to our telephone conversation today. I confirm that weJi^veiWBlVfed your payrnentqn account for filing 
the petition to revive the aboveM-eferenced US patent by th^e date of December 27. 20iy nd are dealing this 
matter. 

Sincerely yours, 




Marilyn Joseph 
Sanford T. Colb & Co. 



**[MPORTANT^ * * ** *** * ********^* * ^** ** **'^*************^*'^*********^ 

This electronic maii is Attorney-Client privileged and contains confidential Information only for the person(s) named 
above. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you have received this electronic mail in 
error, please notify us Immediately by telephone and return tfie original transmission to us by electronic mail without 
making a copy, 
Sanford T. Colb & Co. 
Tel.: (972-8) 945-5122 MJ 

Fax: (972-8) 949-1040 /945-4556 
*********************************************** 
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Ralph P, Albrecht 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Follow Up Flag: 
Flag Status: 



Sanfbrd T, Colb & Co. - Rehovot Office [colbpat@stc.coJfI 

Thursday, September 06, 2012 7:19 PM 

Chorev, Dana 

Charash-Cohen» Inbar 

FW: Our ref: 46460 - Patent Inquiry 

Follow up 
Flagged 



Ms. Dana Chorev. 
TEOCO LTD.. 
Amal 12. 
ParkAfe^ 
Rosh Ha'ayin 48092 



Re: Schema's US Patent No. 6,487.414 
Expiration Date: 27 DEC 2010 
Our ref: 45460 



Dear Ms. Chorev, 

Thank you for your e-nnails of August 29 and Septerr^ber 5» 2012, 

I am fonvarding to you below the e-mail received from our US associate in response to our inquiry whether US Patent No. 
6,487.414 can be revived. 




Please note 
for filing a 



Sincerely youi 



Marilyn Joseph 
Sanford T, Colb & Co. 



estinrtated cost o 
is December 27, 2012 




the patent, exclusive of attorneys* time, is US$ 2,465.00. The deadline 



**IMPORTANT******************************************^***************************** 

This electronic mail is Attorney-Client privileged and contains confidential information only for the person(s) named above. Any 

othier distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you have received this electronic mail m error, please notify us 

immediarely by telephone and return the original transmission to us by electronic mail without making a copy- 

Sanford T. Colb & Co. 

Tel.: (972-8) 945-5 122 MJ 

Fax: (972-8) 949-1040 /945-4556 

— Original Message — 
From: Sanford T. Colb & Co. - Rehovot Office 
Sent: Wednesday, September 05, 2012 7:05 PM 
To: Marifyn Joseph 

Subject: FW: Our ref; 45460 - Patent Inquiry 
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From: Rosenberg, Jody rmailto:irosenhprq(a)suahrue.com1 
Sent: Wednesday, September 05, 2012 5:31 PM 
To: Sanford T. CoJb & Co. - R^iovot Office 
Cc: Mandir, William H.; Harmon, Gudrun B. 
Subject: FW: Our ref: 45460 - Patent Inquiry 

Dear Ms. Joseph, 

Thank you for your emaU to Mr. Mandir regarding U.S. Patent 6,487,414. He is out of the office today 
travelling. 

A patent can be reinstated within 24 months of expiration if the expu^tion was unintentional or 
unavoidable. A petition is filed along with the missed maintenance fee amount and a surcharge of 
$1 640 00. Our fee to file the Petition is $250.00. You would need to tell us whether the missed payment 
was unavoidable or unintentional. There may be more involved if the missed payment was unavoidable 
as there is typically a brief that is necessary and would require more attorney time. In that mstance, an 
attorney's hourly rate would apply rather than the flat fee of $250.00 

If you have any further questions, please do not hesitate to contact us. 

I've copied below the PTO rule regarding such matters: 

37 CFR 1.378 Acceptance of delayed payment of maintenance fee in expired patent to reinstate 
patent. 

(a) The Director may acxept the payment of any maintenance fee due on a patent after expiration of 
the patent If, upon petition, the delay in payment of the maintenance fee is shown to the satisfachon 
of the Director to have been unavoidable (paragraph (b) of this section) or unintentional (paragraph 
(c) of this section) and if the surcharge required by lL20(i) is paid as a condition of accepting 
payment of the maintenance fee. If the Director accepts payment of the maintenance fee upon 
petition, the patent shall be considered as not having expired, but will be subject to the conditions set 
forthin '35U.S.C.4U c)(2). 

(b) Any petition to accept an unavoidably delayed payment of a maintenance fee filed under 
paragraph (a) of this section must include: 

(1) the required maintenance fee set fortii in §1.20 (e)-(g); 

(2) the surcharge set forth in § 1.20(i)(1); and 

(3) a showing that the delay was unavoidable since reasonable care was talcen to ensure that the 
maintenance fee would be paid timely and that the petition was filed promptly after the patentee was 
notified of, or othenwise became aware of, the expiration of the patent. The showing must enumerate 
the steps taken to ensure timely payment of the maintenance fee. the date and the manner in which 
patentee became aware of the expiration of the patent, and the steps taken to file the petition 
promptly. 

(c) Any petition to accept an unintentronally delayed payment of a maintenance fee filed under 
paragraph (a) of this section must be filed within twenty-four months after the six-month grace period 
provided in § 1.362(e) and must include: 

(1) the required maintenance fee set forth in § 1.20 (e)-(g); 



21/31 * RCVD AT 1/29/2013 9:19:01 PM [Eastern Standard Time] ■ SVR:W-PT6fAX-001/24 * DNIS:2738300 ■ CSID:7Q3«4 1 8833 • DURATION (inin-ss):0S-32 



01/29/2013 21:18 7036418833 



RALPH-A-FAX 



PAGE 22/31 



(2) the surcharge set forth in § 1 .20(i)(2); and 

(3) a statement that the delay in payment of the maintenance fee was unintentional. 

(d) Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered to practice 
before the Patent and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or other party m interest 

(e) Reconsideration of a decision refusing to accept a maintenance fee upon petition filed pursuant to 
paragraph (a) of this section may be obtained by filing a petrtion for reconsideration within two months 
of or such other time as set in the decision refusing to accept the delayed payment of the 
maintenance fee. Any such petition for reconsideration must be accompanied by the petition fee set 
forth in s 1.17( f). After the decision on the petition for reconsideration, no further reconsideration or 
review of the matter will be undertal<en by the Director. If the delayed payment of the maintenance 
fee is not accepted, the maintenance fee and the surcharge set forth In § 12Q(i) will be refunded 
following the decision on the petition for reconsideration, or after the expiration of the time for filing 
such a petition for reconsideration, if none is filed. Any petition fee under this section will not be 
refunded unless the refusal to accept and record the maintenance fee is detemiined to result from an 
enror by the Patent and Trademark Office. 



Best regards, 

Jody Rosenberg on behalf of 
William H. Mandir 



From: "Sanfoid T. Colb & Co. - Rehovot Office" <colbpai@stc.co.il> 
Date: September 4, 2012 8:13:26 AM CDT 
To: "'wmandir @sughrue.com' " <wmandlr@sughrue.com> 
Subject: Our ref: 45460 - Patent Inquiry 

William H. Mandir, Esq.. 

SUGHRUE MION PLLC. 

2100 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, 

Washington. DC 20037-3213 

USA 



Re: US Patent No. 6,487,414 
issued 26 NOV 2002 

3 
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(Application No. 09/636,044) QENTI^AL FAX B&fT^ 

SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR FREQUENCY PLANNING JAN 2 9. 2013 
IN WIRELESS COMMUNICATION NETWORKS 
Our ret: 45460 



Dear Mr. Mandir, 



The above-referenced patent expired on December 27, 2010 due to nonisayment of the maintenance 
fee. Please let us know by return e-mail v^ether there is any way to pay the maintenance fee 
retroactively so that the US Patent wiU be reinstated. 



Sincerely yours, 



Mahlyn Joseph 
Sanford T. Colb & Co. 

**IMPORTANT**************************************************************^^ 

This electronic mail is Attorney-Client priviieged and contains confidential information only for the person(s) 

named above. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited- If you have received this 

electronic mail in error, please nodfy us immediately by telephone and return the original transmission to us by 

electronic mail without making a copy. 

Sanford T. Colb & Co. 

Tel.: (972-8) 945-5122 MJ 

Fax: (972-8) 949-1040 7945-4556 



Jody L Rosenberg 
Director of Operations 

Sughrue Mion, PLLC | 2100 Pennsytvanta Ave., N. W. Washington, DC 20037| Office: 202-663-7426 | Fax: 202-293-7860 
irosenberafateuahrue.com - www.suQhrue.com 



Warning: In rare cases, our e-mail filtering software may eliminate legitimate email from cKents unnoticed. Therefore, If your 
contains important Instructions, please make sure that we acknowledge receipt of those instructions. 
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This message is intended only for designated reclptent(s). It may contain conndenttal or proprieCary information and may be subjea to the attorney- 
Client privilege or other conHdentiality protections. If you are not a designated recipient, you may not review, copy or distribute this message. If you 
receive this in error, ptease notify the sender by reply e-mail to coordinate retrieval or deletion of this message. Thank you. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 



Bird. John M. Obird@sughrue.com] 
Thursday, December 20, 2012 4:35 PM 
Sanford Colb; Chorev. Dana 

Charash-Cohen, inbar; Mandir, William H.; Rosenberg, Jody, Harmon. Gudrun B. 

RE: URGENT!! - Re-instatement of US Patent 6,487,414 - Our previous ref.: 45460 Our 

current ref.: 77352 [IWOV-DCDOC1,FID970994] 



Dear Sandy, 

We're sorry to say that we could not file the petition based on unintentional delayed payment of a maintenance fee 
today because it is too late to file this petition. 

The due date for filing a petition based on unintentional delayed payment of a maintenance fee is within 24 months 
of the 6 month grace period. 37 CFR 1378(c) & MPEP r^Qn R^ra^j oe us 6,487,4|4l ssued on November 26, 2002, the 
grace period for paying the 7 Vz year maintenance feeC^ded on November 26^2^^J'Thus, a petition for unintentional 
delayed payment of a maintenance fee cannot now befilea. Although ^^AIU indicato that the patented expired on 
December 27, 2010, this is not the date that the 6 month grace period ends. 

We would need to file a petition based on unavoidable delay. An unavoidable delay is a much higher standard and 
requires evidence of the steps taken to ensure that payment was timely made. 

Please let us know if you would like us to act further with respect to the above referenced patent. 

Best regards, 
John for Bill 





From: Chorev, Dana [mailto:Dana.Chorev@teoco.oom] 
Sent: Thursday, December 20, 2012 11:56 AM 
To: Harmon, Gudrun B.; Sanford Colb 

Cc: Charash-Cohen, Inbar; Mandir, William H.; Bird, John M.; Rosenberg, 3ody 

Subject: RE: URGENT! 1 - Re-instatement of US Patent 6,487,414 - Our previous ref.: 45460 Our current ref.; 
77352 



,Hi Mr. Harmon 



.As previously advised by your 




due date is indeed December 27,2012 



,Regards 

Dana Chorev 
Legal Associate 
-TEOCO Ltd 



[ghamnon@sughrue.com] .Harmon, Gudrun B in 
18:04 2012 TiDirr 20 ''wnn nv :rhm 
Sanford Colb 

Chorev, Dana; Oiarash-Cohen, Inbar; Mandir, WiJRam H.; Bird, John M.; Rosenberg, Jody :Cc 
RE: URGENT!! - Re-instatement of US Patent 6,487,414 - Our previous ref.: 45460 Our current ref.: 77352 iHXni 

,Dear Mr. Colb 



1 
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According to our records, the final .Mr. Mandir is looking into this matter, and we will prepare a petition shortly 
.Please advise if this is not correct .December 27, 2012 due date for filing such petition is 

.Very truly yours 
Gudrun Harmon 
Assistant to William H. Mandir 



[Sanford Coib [mailto:stode5 k@ste.c0.il :From 
TTiurscfay, December 20, 2012 5:59 AM :Seiit 
.Mandir, William H.; Harmon, Gudrun B :To 

DANA,CHQRFVfaTEOCQ.a>M :CC 

RE" URCSNTl! - Re-instatement of US Patent 6,487,414 - Our previous ref.: 45460 Our current ;Sub]ect 

ref.: 77352 
High :Import»ioe 

URGENT URGENT 
,HI BILL 

PLEASE SEE THE CORRESPONDENCE BELOW. IT INDICATES TO ME THAT THE FAILURE TO PAY WAS 
.AN UNAUTHORIZED PERSON INADVERTENT SINCE THE DECISION WAS TAKEN BY 
IF YOU AGREE, PLEASE PROCEED IMMEDIATELY TO FILE. OTHERWISE, PLEASE CONTACT BOTH ME AND 

jHE PERSON CCD ON THIS EMAIL IMMEDIATELY 

,THANKS 
SANDY 



fmaito:Dana.Chorev®teooo.com1 Chorsv, Dana iFrom 
Thursday, December 20, 2012 12:49 PM :Sent 

Sanford Colb :To 

i=W: URGENTll - Re-Instatement of US Patent 6,487,414 - Our previous ref.: 45460 Our cunrent :Subjed: 

ref.: 77352 

.My direct phone number Is 054-4233283. Please confirm acceptance of the below e-mail 



Chorev, Dana :Fiiom 
Ttiursday, December 20, 2012 12:46 PM :Sent 

^t pdesk(5>stc.co,ll :To 
Charash-Cohen, Inbar :Cc 

RE- URGENTll - Re-instatement of US Patent 6,487,414 - Our previous ref.: 45460 Our current :^t4ect 

ref,: 77352 

,Hi Sanford 

Please be advised that since Schema's management who was authorized to take such decision, was' 
process, and therefore unintentionally failed to pay attention engaged at that time with the acquisitions 
In such circumstances, the decision to abandon the patent .to the need to pay the maintenance fees 

.was taken by an employee who was not authorized to do so 

Please be advised that since the process was delayed to the last minute, we expect you to speed it so we 

.to renew this patent will not lose the opportunity 

Dana 



2 
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Ralph 



P.AIbrecht 



From; 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 



Chorev/Dana [Dana.Chorev@tebc 
Tuesday. November 06, 2012 1:04 1 
colbpat^lc.co.il 
FW: LapsfeiPatent 



Dm] 



Hi Marilyn, 

Following your e-mail below regarding the renewal of US Patent No. 6,487,414, please be informed that wededdedto 
renew it . Can you please star t the renewal process^ and let me know If you need anything from us? 

I understand that the deadline /f filing the petition is pretty dose, so I would really appreciate your prompt response. 

Thank you, 
Dana 

DANA CHOREV 

i^al Associate 

TEOCO Ltd, 
c: +972 544233283 
p: +972 3 925 9814 
Dana.Chomv@teoco.com 
www.teooo.«>m 



From: Sanford T. Colb & Co, - Rehovot Office fmailtQicoibpatastccoJil 

Sent: Friday, September 07, 2012 2:20 AM 

To: Chorev, Dana 

Cc: InbarCharash-Cohen 

Subject: FW: Our ref: 45460 - Patent Inquiry 

Ms. Dana ChorSev. 
TEOCO LTD., 
Amal 12, 
Park Afek, 
Rosh Ha'ayin 48092 



Re: Schema's US Patent No. 6,487,414 
Expiration Date: 27 DEC 2010 
Our ref. 45460 



Dear Ms. Chorev, 

Thank you for your e-mails of August 29 and September 5, 2012. 

i am forwarding to you below the e-mait received from our US associate in response to our inquiry whether US Patent No. 
6,487,414 can be revived. 
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Please note that the estimated cost of reinstating the patent, exclusive of attorneys^ time, is US$ 2.465.00. The deadline 
for filing a petition is December 27, 2012. 



Sincerely yours, 



Marilyn Joseph 
Sanford T. Coib & Co. 

**!MPORTANT*****************'*************'***************** 

This electranic mail is Attoi-ney-CIient privileged and contains confidential information only for the pereon(s) named above Any 
other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you have received this electronic mail m error, please notity us 
immediately by telephone and return the original transmission to us by electronic mail vi^ithout making a copy. 
Sanfbrd T. Colb & Co. 
Tel.: (972-8) 945-5122 MJ 

Original Message 

From: Sanford T. Colb & Cd. - Rehovc* Office 
SMt: Wednesday, September 05, 2012 7:05 PM 
To: Marilyn Joseph 

Object: FW: Our ref: 45460 - Patent Inquiry 



From: Rosenberg, Jody [mailtD:irosen berQ@suQhrue.mm1 
Sent: Wednesday, Septemba* 05, 2012 5:31 PM 
To: Sanfbrd T. Colb & Co. - Rehovot Office 
Cc: Mandir, William H.; Harmon, Gudrun B. 
Subject: FW: Our ref: 45460 - Patent Inquiry 



Dear Ms. Joseph, 

Thank you for your emaU to Mr. Mandir regarding U.S. Patent 6,487,414. He is out of the office today 
travelling. 

A patent can be reinstated within 24 months of expiration if the expiration was unintentional or 
unavoidable, A petition is filed along with the missed maintenance fee amount and a surchai^e of 
$1,640.00. Our fee to file the Petition is $250.00. You would need to tell us whether the missed payment 
was unavoidable or unintentional. There may be more involved if the missed payment was unavoidable 
as there is typicaUy a brief that is necessary and would require more attorney time. In that instance, an 
attorney*s hourly rate would apply rather than the flat fee of $250.00 

If you have any further questions, please do not hesitate to contact us. 

Tve copied below the PTO rule regarding such matters: 

37 CFR 1.378 Acceptance of delayed payment of maintenance fee in expired patent to reinstate 

patent. 

(a) The Director nnay accept the payment of any maintenance fee due on a patent after expiratiori of 
the patent ff» upon petition, the delay in payment of the maintenance fee is shown to the satisfaction 
of the Director to have been unavoidable (paragraph (b) of this section) or unintentional (paragraph 
(c) of this section) and if the surcharge required by S L20 (i) is paid as a condition of accepting 

2 
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pavment of the maintenance fee. If the Director accepts payment of the maintenance fee upon 
petition, the patent shall be considered as not having expired, but will be subject to the conditons set 
forth in 35 U.S.C. 41( c)(2). 

(b) Any petition to accept an unavoidably delayed payment of a maintenance fee filed under 
paragraph (a) of this section must include: 

(1) the required maintenance fee set forth in §1 .20 (e)-{g); 

(2) the surcharge set forth in § 1.20(i)(1); and 

(3) a showing that the delay was unavoidable since reasonable care was taken to ensure that the 
maintenance fee would be paid timely and that the petition was filed promptly after the patentee wrais 
notified of, or othenwise became aware of, the expiration of the patent. The showing must enumerate 
the steps taken to ensure timely payment of the maintenance fee, the date and the manner in which 
patentee became aware of the expiration of the patent, and the steps taken to file the petition 
promptly. 

(c) Any petition to accept an unintentionally delayed payment of a maintenance fee filed under 
paragraph (a) of this section must be filed within twenty-four months after Vne six-month grace period 
provided in § 1.362(e) and must include: 

(1) the required maintenance fee set forth in § 1 .20 (e)-(g); 

(2) tiie surcharge set forth in § 1 .20(i)(2); and 

(3) a statement that the delay in payment of the maintenance fee was unintentional. 

(d) Any petition under tills section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered to practice 
before the Patent and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or otiier party In interest 

(e) Reconsideration of a decision refusing to accept a maintenance fee upon petition filed pursuant to 
paragraph (a) of this section may be obtained by filing a petition for reconsideration within two monttis 
of, or such other time as set in the decision refusing to accept the delayed payment of the 
maintenance fee. Any such petition for reconsideration must be accompanied by the petition fee set 
forth in s 1.17 (f). After the decision on tiie petition for reconsideration, no further reconsideration or 
review of \he matter will be undertaken by the Director. If the delayed payment of the maintenance 
fee is not accepted, the maintenance fee and the surcharge set forth in S 1.20( 1) will be refunded 
following the decision on the petition for reconsideration, or after the expiration of the time for filing 
such a petition for reconsideration, if none is filed. Any petition fee under this section will not be 
refunded unless the refusal to accept and record tiie maintenance fee is detemiined to result from an 
en^or by the Patent and Tradanark Office. 



Best regards, 

Jody Rosenberg on behalf of 
William H. Mandir 

3 
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CENTRAL FAX 0P/V7E^ 

JAN 29 2013 



From: "Sanford T. Colb & Co. - Rehovot Office" < colbDat@.stc.co,iI> 
Date: September 4, 2012 8:13:26 AM CDT 
To: '" wmandir(g isup ;hme.com' '' <wmaiidir@sughrue>com> 
Subject: Our ref : 45460 - Patent Inquiry 

William H. Mandir, Esq., 

SUGHRUEMION PLLC. 

2100 Pennsylvania Avenue. NW, 

Washington. DC 20037-3213 

USA 



Re: US Patent No. 6,487,414 
issued 26 NOV 2002 
(Application No. 09/636,044) 

SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR FREQUENCY PLANNING 
IN WIRELESS COMMUNICATION NETWORKS 
Our ref: 45460 



Dear Mr. Mandir, 



The atx)ve"referenced patent expired on Decenr>ber 27. 2010 due to non-payment of the maintenance 
fee. Please let us know by return e-mail whether there is any way to pay the maintenance fee 
retroactively so that the US Patent will be reinstated. 



Sincerely yours, 



4 
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Marilyn Joseph 
Sanford T. Colb & Co. 

♦♦IMPORTANT***********************************************^ 

This electronic mail Is Attorney-Client privileged and contains confidential information only for the persopfs) 
named above. Any other distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
electronic mail in error, please notify us immediately by telephone and retom the original transmission to us by 
electronic mail without making a cop>'. 
Sanford T, Colb & Co. 
Tel.: (972-8) 945-5122 MJ 



Jody L Rosenberg 
Director of Operations 

Sughfue Mion, PLLC i 2100 Pennsylvania Ave., N. W. Washington. DC 200371 OfSae: 202-663-7426 1 Fax 202-293-7860 
irosenbero^suQfirue.com - wrtw.suQhfue.com 

warning- In rare cases, our e-™n filtering software may ellmmate iegltimate email from clients unnoticed. lUerafore, If your mall 
contains important Instructions, please make sure that we acknowledge receipt or those Instructions, 

This message is intended or.Iy for the designated r^ciplent(s). It may contain confidential or proprtetary information P^f^.^i^'^^^^^ 

dient priviteae or other confidentiality protections. If you ar^ not a designated recipient, you may not review, copy or distribute thts message. If you 

receive this in error, please notify me sender by reply e-mail to coordinate retrieval or deletion of thfs message. Thank you. 
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